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COMMENTS ON STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 



The Examiner has made some broad conclusoxy statements in the Statement, of 
for Allowance, which may be viewed as an oversimplification of the examination 
and if taken out of context, could give rise to an improper interpretation of the claims 
as the j51e history. For these reasons, Apphcants provide the following comments to 
the record and to ensure proper interpretation of the claims and history* 
While Applicants agree with the Examiner that the stated reasons for allowance of 
27-78 are indeed proper grounds for allowance of these claims, there are other 
£|dditi4nal reasons why these claims are allowable over the cited art of record, and Applicants 
admit that the stated reasons for allowance are the only reasons for allowance. For 
e, Applicants respectfully submit that the claims are allowable far at lea$t the reason 
5 feature "whereby detection of the indicator signal by a remote detection unit causes 
detection unit to alert the person of the presence of the image capture device" and 
features are not suggested or taught by the cited art. 

Further, in accordance with 35 U.S.C. Section 282: **Each claim of a patent (whether 
ependent, dependent, or multiple dependent fbmi) shall be presumed valid 
ihdepdndently of the validity of other claims; dependent or multiple dependent claims shall be 
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esuti ed valid even though dependent upon an invalid claim/' Thus» the dependent claims 
at w( re not addressed by the Examiner in the reasons for allowance should not rise or fall, 
Ihen I onstrued in terms of validity, with their respective independent claijns, but instead 
s]|LOuld be construed independently of their respective independent claims. 

Also, the scope and validity of each claim (whether in independent, dependent, or 
e dependent form) should be determined based upon the entire combination of 
emetjts/features/steps in each claim, as opposed to only the particular feature or features 
pl^intel out by the Examiner. 
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